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• Engaging children and young people in creating resilient and healthy urban spaces 
• Urban public space in Australia and internationally, can be critically examined from a number of multidisciplinary standpoints, 
including human geography, urban design, planning, sociology, and public health. Viewing urban public space from a range of 
perspectives encourages different vantage points to emerge and questions around health, wellbeing and public space are 
increasingly topical and important in the broadest of terms, with public space being a key arena for physical activity, mental health, 
commercial, cultural and community life and the possibility of social inclusion. 
• However, in the name of urban regeneration, programs of securitisation, ‘gentrification’ ‘creative’ and ‘smart’ city initiatives 
refashion public space as sites of selective inclusion and exclusion (Watson 2005; Gabrys 2014). In this context of monitoring and 
control procedures, in particular, children and young people’s use of space in parks, neighbourhoods, shopping malls and streets, 
is often viewed as a threat to social order, requiring various forms of remedial action, such as being ‘designed out’ of publ ic space 
(Johnson 2014). Rarely are children and young people actively and respectfully brought into planning and governance processes 
and consequently many urban public spaces are essentially adult places, where control and ongoing surveillance are the key 
concerns (Freeman 2011, Dee 2013).  
• There is also a political economy of public space discernable in cities like Brisbane, where ‘flagship’ infrastructure such as road 
tunnels take pride of place, while more humbly appointed pedestrian footpaths are often narrow, in a poor state of repair and a 
potential barrier to good health (Atkinson and Easthope 2009). The recent development of bikeways in Brisbane is a case in point, 
presenting both challenges and opportunities in being a valuable new form of public space heavily used by ‘commuter cyclists’ by 
day, but poorly lit and conceived, for a range of users at other times (Wyeth 2014). 
 
• This paper concentrates on questions of social citizenship rights and discourses of health and wellbeing and suggests that cities, 
places and spaces and those who seek to use them, can be resilient in maintaining and extending democratic freedoms, calling 
surveillance, planning and governance systems to account (Smith 2014). The active inclusion of children and young people better 
informs the implementation of public policy around the design, build and governance of public space and also understandings of 
urban citizenship, leading to healthier, more inclusive, public space for all (Jacobs 1965). 
•  
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Children and Young People Using Public Space 
 
• Using Public Space is important to the overall health and wellbeing of children 
and young people in allowing them to explore their local and wider community, 
meet up with friends, get some exercise and feel included in the society in 
which they live. 
 
• A problem exists in the capacity of modern, urban public space to genuinely 
accommodate children and young people’s need to experience excitement and 
fun in what has been termed “unprogrammed space” (Lynch 1977:71), or 
simply to ‘hang out’ in unstructured social space, with control by civic 
authorities a key concern (Valentine 1996, 2004, Harris, 2006, 2013, Gleeson 
and Sipe 2006). For many children and young people, their experiences of 
attempting to use public space are sometimes marred by the denial of everyday 
rights and courtesies, in youth ‘unfriendly’ spaces. 
 
• This paper concentrates on questions of social citizenship rights and 
discourses of health and wellbeing and suggests that cities, places and spaces 
and those who seek to use them, can be resilient in maintaining and extending 
democratic freedoms, calling surveillance, planning and governance systems 
to account (Smith 2014). 
 
• The active inclusion of children and young people better informs the 
implementation of public policy around the design, build and governance of 
public space and also understandings of urban citizenship, leading to 
healthier, more inclusive, public space for all (Jacobs 1965, Dee 2013). 
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Is it ‘smart’ to exclude people? 
• In the name of urban regeneration, programs of securitisation, 
‘gentrification’ ‘creative’ and ‘smart’ city initiatives refashion 
public space as sites of selective inclusion and exclusion 
(Watson 2005; Gabrys 2014). In this context of monitoring and 
control procedures, in particular, children and young people’s 
use of space in parks, neighbourhoods, shopping malls and 
streets, is often viewed as a threat to social order, requiring 
various forms of remedial action, such as being ‘designed out’ 
of public space (Johnson 2014).  
• Rarely are children and young people actively and respectfully 
brought into planning and governance processes and 
consequently many urban public spaces are essentially adult 
places, where control and ongoing surveillance are the key 
concerns (Freeman 2011, Dee 2013).  
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Urban Public Space-Social Determinants 
• Urban public space in Australia and internationally, can be critically 
examined from a number of multidisciplinary standpoints, including 
human geography, urban design, planning, sociology, and public 
health. Viewing urban public space from a range of perspectives 
encourages different vantage points to emerge and questions around 
health, wellbeing and public space are increasingly topical and 
important in the broadest of terms, with public space being a key 
arena for physical activity, mental health, commercial, cultural and 
community life and the possibility of social inclusion. 
• There is also a political economy of public space discernable in cities 
like Brisbane, where ‘flagship’ infrastructure such as road tunnels take 
pride of place, while more humbly appointed pedestrian footpaths are 
often narrow, in a poor state of repair and a potential barrier to good 
health (Atkinson and Easthope 2009). The recent development of 
bikeways in Brisbane is a case in point, presenting both challenges 
and opportunities in being a valuable new form of public space heavily 
used by ‘commuter cyclists’ by day, but poorly lit and conceived, for a 
range of users at other times (Wyeth 2014). 
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Pavement Parking! 
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Images of Brisbane 
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• “The gaze of the cameras does not fall equally on all 
users of the street but on those who are 
stereotypically predefined as potentially deviant, or 
through appearance and demeanour, are singled 
out by operators as unrespectable. In this way 
youth, particularly those already socially and 
economically marginal, may be subject to even 
greater levels of authoritative intervention and 
official stigmatisation, and rather than contributing to 
social justice through the reduction of victimisation, 
CCTV will merely become a tool of injustice through 
the amplification of differential and discriminatory 
policing” (1999:279).  
• (Norris and Armstrong studied three English CCTV systems, with 148 cameras in 592 
hours of observation in control rooms). 
 
 
Norris and Armstrong on CCTV Surveillance 
CRICOS No. 00213J a university for the world real 
R 
Analysing Public Space: The ‘multiple 
audits’ approach in SWB212 Community 
and Place Based Practice 
• Space audit 
 
• People audit 
 
• Use audit 
 
• Power audit 
 
(This typology originally suggested by White, Murray & Robins [1996] 
Negotiating Youth-specific Space, pp20-21. This version to be 
referenced Crane & Wyeth 2009) . 
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Place Making 
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• In The Life and Death of Great American Cities, Jane Jacobs 
discusses the “daily life of the urban streets’’ and how social 
participation is essential to the successful transition by young 
people to adulthood. She further talks of “sidewalk contacts”, 
made possible by the provision of comfortable seating and 
peaceful rest areas, as “the small change from which a city’s 
wealth of public life may grow” (Jacobs 1965: 41).  
 
• Writing about the late 1960s and remarking on the drive for 
urban conformity discernable in a number of American cities, 
Sennett in The Fall Of Public Man (1976), agues that 
homogeneity should be resisted and diversity and difference 
encouraged because, in his words, the daily experience of 
public space “…should be gritty and disturbing rather than 
pleasant’’ (Sennett 1976:143).  
•   
 
Some views on urban life.. 
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Children and Young People Using Public Space: 
Towards Rights, Optimism and Wellbeing 
• In adopting an approach based on key social, civil and political rights, including the right to 
a sense of belonging, rather than the presumed wrongs of children and young people, their 
aspirations and potential come to prominence, requiring a policy response that is more 
sophisticated and genuinely engaging than may be the case currently (Gleeson and Sipe 
2006; Franklin 2002; White and Wyn 2008).  
 
• A range of MTD concepts, frames and theories can be applied to these issues from health, 
sociology of youth, urban sociology, governance, social planning, social geography, 
cultural sociology, rights, social justice, surveillance studies-consider Foucault, Castells, 
Sennett, Marshall, Loader, Lister etc 
 
• In a multitude of ways in many locations worldwide, public spaces are under attack from 
developments and control measures seeking to exclude children, young people and others 
(Watson 2006). In this climate of rapid sometimes violent, change within the nature of 
public space, it is becoming increasingly and highly contested. 
 
• Perhaps there really cannot be too many rights which support the active use and 
enjoyment of all forms of public space, by children and young people. Gleeson (2006) 
suggests that viewing public space issues through the lens of social citizenship alongside 
the connected elements of civil and political citizenship, can revitalize and restore public 
space, something that ever increasing attempts at control, policing, camera surveillance 
and more stringent exclusion of ‘undesirables’, cannot achieve. 
 
• In promoting greater understanding and tolerance of the rights and needs of all users of 
public space, the spirit of Jacob’s (1965) hope for the generations to mix together, sharing 
community infrastructure and yet maintaining personal safety and dignity, might become a 
reality for more children and young people around the world.  
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• CCTV in the UK-more than 4.2 million cameras, following Bulger murder in1993 
and development of technology in Northern Ireland 
• Australia following in the same vein with attempts to access every CCTV 
camera in Australia 
• Prominent security-industrial complex linked to civic authorities abuses of CCTV 
images, privacy, ownership and evidential issues 
• A range of concepts, frames and theories can be applied to these issues from 
sociology of youth, urban sociology, governance, social planning, social 
geography, cultural sociology, rights, social justice, surveillance studies-consider 
Foucault, Castells, Sennett, Marshall, Loader, Lister etc 
• Key critique of CCTV is against it’s own claims as preventing crime-see also 
London riots 
• Social sorting/ordering of public space through surveillance and application of 
exclusionary practices and preferred types-exclusion of hoodies and ‘poor’ 
types, seating at coffee shops is not free 
• ‘Flawed consumers’ or ‘vagabonds’ (Baumann 1998) as the ‘dangerous classes’ 
also Brisbane’s Southbank Corporation 
• ‘Fortress City and destruction of public space (Davis 1990) 
• ‘Surveillance Creep’ (Nelkin & Andrews 2003)  
•     
 
 
 
 
Some context, issues, approaches 
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Theoretical framework for my research : 
Public Space Theory 
• Urban design ideology/priorities/trends. 
• Contested space. 
• Spatial politics. 
• Consumption space. 
• Public/private space. 
• Surveillance. 
• Curfews and other control measures. 
• Gated/walled communities 
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Theoretical Framework: 
Citizenship/Participation Theory 
• Civil, political and social citizenship. 
• Social citizenship/social rights. 
• Social exclusion/inclusion. 
• Citizenships of difference/marginality. 
• Citizenship education for ‘active citizenship’. 
• Communitarian citizenship-participation. 
• Multiple citizenships. 
• Human rights. 
• Liberal citizenship-rights & duties. 
• Radical citizenship-citizenship & democracy. 
• Governance. 
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Theoretical Framework: 
Theories of Youth 
• Constructions of youth. 
• Youth as hope of the nation, 
vulnerable, threat. 
• Lifestyles. 
• Life-course patterns/transitions. 
• Youth identity/identities. 
• Social Participation. 
• Child & youth rights. 
• Gender issues. 
• Race issues. 
• Social inclusion/exclusion. 
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